May 20, 1983 LB 120

PRESI DENT: |f no obgections, so ordered.

CLERK: M. President, Senator DeCanp had a second anendnent,
he al so wi shes to withdraw that.

PRESI DENT: W t hout obgection, so ordered.

CLERK: M. President, Senator Warner wouR nove to return
the bill for a specific amendment.

PRESI DENT: Chair recogni zes Senator \Warner and asks for
order in the Chanber so we can hear what is going on.
Senator Warner.

SENATOR WARNER: M. President, the Ipur ose of this amendnent
is to take everything out of the bill that was anended into

it, except as it was originally introduced. It originally

was introduced to clarify because of a court case | anguage

that was. . . as to what signs were not permtted along the
interstate. Because of a series of Attorney Ceneral's opinions that
ham rai sed questions on the use oi the |ogo" and the other
proposal s that have been put onto the bill, | think several

peopl e at | east have a%reed_ so that the state is not Jeopardized

in its- federal funds by being out of conpliance, that the ]
bill should be cleared up and advanced as it was introduced

and then the other issue can be addressed over the sumrer as

to the use of logos or there is a notion filed, | filed on

297 to pernmit it there too, but in any event sothere is no

probl em of constitutional issues in the bill, this takes

out all of the questionable material and | eaves the bill as

it was introduced. Move the bill be returned for the adoption

of the anmendnent e

BRESI DENT: Senator Hi ggins. (GAVEL)~ . . Please, Senator Hi ggins

SENATOR HI GA NS: Thank you>M. President. Senator Warner,
could I ask you a question please? | don't think anyone was
payi ng attenti on when Senator Warner was discussing this
anendnent, LB 120, so |. « .(wll you two go fight soneplace
el se). Senator Warner, as | tried to understand your anend-
ment, what it does, it takes LB 120, all the anendments that
have been adopted, it is throwing all those out, putting the
bill back into its original form which was what?

SENATOR WARNER: Its original formnerely defined what a

visible sign was or is fromthe interstate and the reason that the
bill was introduced because of a court decision sonetine back -
that throughout our current |aw because it was vague, as |

recalls and this is to address that issue and the necessity J



